
of the parents and attendants was soon turned into surprise and sorrow
by the discovery, that instead of a nose between two eyes, there was
but one orbit, situated where the nose should have been, and suspended
above it was a substance resembling an elephant's proboscis. There was
no eyeball, but within the orbit was a small quantity of something re-

sembling the vitreous humor and the conjunctiva. The palpebras were
wanting. On irritating the margin of the orbit, there was an evident
contraction of an orbicularis, exhibiting an effort at winking. The
breathing of the child soon became difficult, as there was no other orifice
for respiration than the mouth, and the lips at every inspiration operated
as a valve to close it. By separating the lips with my finger, the res-

piration was restored. What was to be done ? A tube, introduced and
retained in the mouth, might perhaps save the life of the child, till she
had learned (for instinct will not supply for the defects of one organ, an
additional function in another) to open her lips to breathe. This I sug-gested ; but cui bono ? What was duty ? How different the sympa-thies towards the little subject of nature's sport, and those formed accord-
ing to her perfect model. On my visit, the next day, I was told the
child had died about an hour after I left.

By the examination I was permitted to make, I found the proboscis
was a well-organized elongation of the integuments of the forehead,having its base or origin over a small nasal process of the frontal bone.
It was about the size of a lady's little finger—not quite so long, and a
little more tapering ; was patulent at its extremity, and the probe passed
up a duct to about half its length. There were no superciliar nor super-ciliary ridges, to denote where the orbits should have been. By punc-turing through the dura mater, about a gill of water was drawn off.

On my first observing this lusus natura, my eyes were insensiblyturned towards a show-bill of a menagerie of animals on the wall of the
room, but I discovered no support to the opinion that the process of
fœtal organization was influenced by the imagination of the mother, for
there was no figure of an elephant, nor of a monoculous animal, amongthe number.

Jaffrey, JV. H., February, 1838.

MATERNAL INFLUENCES OF THE MIND ON THE F\l=OE\TUS
To the Editor of the Boston Medical and Surgical Journal.

Sir,—Have we any positive proof that the imagination of the mother
exerts an influence over the " fœtus in utero," with regard to its form,
color, and features, in consequence of being associated with surroundingobjects terrific in appearance ?

I have seen several communications in the Journal, on " EmbryoticInfluences," and, as I am fond of controversies, on interesting subjects,when the object is to establish facts and elicit truth, 1 send you some
few remarks, of which you may dispose as you deem them worthy.Reason and good sense will ever dictate when and where the line of de-
marcation should be drawn between sophistry and true reasoning—be-
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tween assertions, based on superstitious impressions, and those founded on

anatomy and physiology. That the imagination of the mother exerts an
influence on the external appearances of the child in utero, is, in my
opinion, contrary to ail anatomical and physiological reasoning. The
very fact brought to view, in the remarks of Dr. Goulding—;i that
the connection between the mother and unborn child is indirect only,
and this through the medium of the circulation;" that there is no
nervous communication whatever, between the mother and child, is
sufficient argument to put a damper at once upon all further specula-tions on the affirmative of this question.The fœtus has its own system of vessels, distinct from the mother,
and is dependent on her only for nutrition and support ; consequentlys''e cannot change its form, otherwise than in supplying the means bywhich it grows. Now the nutrition which the mother gives to the fœtus,
1S in the blood, and we do not suppose that the blood, communicated
through the ductus umbilicus, is at all changed from what circulates
through the mother's system, until the child collects the living corpuscles
and adapts them to its own use.

Dr. Fish supposes that he has set himself free from the " apparently
 nextricable dilemma" into which he was thrown by Dr. Goulding's re-

marks on the " nervous communication." He says, " The mother
has nerves to separate the requisite materials from the blood, and the
child has nerves to apply them to their proper use."

.

We must infer
I'oin these remarks that the imagination has power to dictate the nerves
'n their choice of materials for the child ; consequently it may be the
means, having been excited by a fright, of producing a deformity, cor-

responding with the object which occasioned it. Let us carry out this
'dea for a few moments, and see to what it amounts. That the mother
has one system of nerves, and the child another—that the two systems
are distinct and unconnected, certainly proves, to a demonstration, that
•he imagination of the mother has no control over the nerves of the
child, but that the latter disposes of the living corpuscles according to
'ts own established laws.

Suppose a woman is enceinte, and has passed through the seventh
month of gestation, without any unnatural excitement ; but, all at once,
while taking her morning or evening walk, a huge snake rises up be-
fore her and causes a fright. At the usual period she is delivered of a

full-grown child ; but, lo ! there is a black zig-zag mark upon its back.
Now to account for this on the principle of " maternal influence," the
mark could not have been on the child's back at the time she saw the
Snake, but was formed subsequently. Did the excited imagination of
the mother immediately produce a change in the quality or quantity of
the blood distributed to the fœtus ? Did it select a certain quantity of
black material and direct the child to adapt it on its back in a zig-zag or
serpentine manner ? Was the back the first part she touched after be-
lng frightened ? Was this mark formed instantaneously, or was it the
work of time ; and if the work of time, was the imagination excited
during the whole process ? What though there might be a change in
the fluid, when it arrives at the ductus umbilicus the action of the
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mother ceases, and the fœtus disposes of it at its will—then how absurd
is the attempt to explain this on the principle of "embryotic influences."

Dr. Ranney, in commenting upon Dr. Goulding's remarks, says he
has offered " one argument, and one only, against any baneful maternal
influence upon the fœtus in utero," viz., " that no nervous connection
exists between them." He does not attempt to confute this, but merely
says, it would better have answered his purpose, were he able to ac-

count for every phenomenon in nature on philosophical principles. That
is as much as to say, when we can explain one phenomenon on " phi-losophical principles," we must throw that away, because we are yet so
much in the dark that we cannot explain the whole. This would be a
fine way of progressing science, when we get hold of one fact to fling it
away for fear that it might lead us to another. He was once an infidel on
this subject, but the cases he has quoted have made him a true believer
in " embryotic influences." If be had been very deep in the mire of
infidelity, the three simple cases he has quoted never could have extri-
cated him. " His students were in the habit of dissecting the eyes of
the calf. One of them lectured on the diseases, fkc, of that organ be-
fore his sister, who was enceinte. The part of the eye which she most
admired, was the lens. After her confinement it was found that her in-
fant had a cataract of both eyes." A wonderful case indeed ! I can-
not see what this has to do with the question under consideration.
How many instances do we have of children being born with cataract of
one or both eyes, when the mother never saw an eye dissected, or a

person laboring under that disease ! Why may not the disease occur be-
fore the child is born, as well as-afterwards ? 'The principle would hold
alike good in both cases—but in this referred to, the lady took the lens
upon the point of a needle and examined it minutely. Probably when she
stuck the needle into the lens of the calf's eye, it also pained her
child's, and consequently rendered it opaque in part or wholly. He
further says, that a full-grown foetus was exhibited in the county where
he resided. " The body and limbs were plump and perfect, and the
only deformity appeared in the head and upper portion of the face,
which was a perfect resemblance to a cat with a fractured skull and
contused neck." Now whether the mother witnessed the killing of a

cat, he, or the gentleman who exhibited it, does not know ; but he can-
not assign a more plausible cause. Mark the grounds taken ; he does
not wish to explain it on any philosophical principle, but immedi-
ately palms it off on maternal influence, from the mere supposition (he
does not know) that the woman saw a cat's skull fractured. If this had
been the case, it never could have been kept a secret, neither could
the history of it have been confined to the vicinity where she resided ;
the story would have been told from " Dan to Beersheba." And yet
he admits that there is no proof of connection between the supposed
causes and their results in any of these cases. From what, then, does
he draw these inferences ?—why from the fact that he calls them " ex-

traordinary coincidences." When Dr. Goulding produces a more ra-
tional theory, Dr. Ranney will be pleased to adopt it. Rational theory!
What does the Dr. mean ?—that it is rational to suppose, if a woman
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has a particular desire for a bunch of grapes and is not able to obtain
them, her child will have a picture of said grapes somewhere on the
surface of its body! Is it rational to suppose thai if, immediately after
coiiion, a negro should stand before the woman, her child would be a

mulatto? Is it rational to suppose that if a woman stands over the
death-bed of her brother, his distorted and agonizing countenance will
instantly be conveyed, by her imagination, to her child, and indeli-
bly fixed upon it? If such a theory as this is rational, the comparative
degree never should be called for.

If nature, in all her operations, is guided by systematic and uniform
laws, we cannot expect that she will turn aside for an affright or untoward
desire. If we are to explain all " lusus natura," connecied with the
fœtus, on the score of maternal influence, and without any positive
proof, or rational coincidences, it will require abler pens than have ever

yet commented upon it.
.

Because Hippocrates, Galen, and Darwin, believed that pictures were

sufficient to give a corresponding appearance to the fœtus in utero, and
that such notions have existed from the earliest history of the world, and
still continue to exist, proves nothing in its favor, inasmuch as they
could not support it by argument, based on the solid foundations of
anatomy and physiology. Dr. Hunter's experience in two thousand
cases of labor, to ascertain this point, proves more than all the whims
now extant. Dr. Dewees thus describes the method which he took.
" So soon as the woman was delivered, he inquired of her whether she
had been disappointed in any object of her longing—whether she had
been surprised by any circumstance that had given her an unusual shock
— whether she had been alarmed by any object of an unsightly kind.
Then, after making a note of each of the declarations of the woman,
either in the affirmative or negative, he carefully examined the child ;
and he assured his class that he never, in a sinele instance of the two

I'lOusand. met with it coincidence." A. Parker, M.D.
Lebanon, Me. February 19, 1838.

BOSTON MEDICAL AND SURGICAL JOURNAL.

BOSTON, MARCH 14, 1838

PROGRESS OF SURGERY

Among the many ingenious plans devised by surgeons in modern times
for alleviating human suffering, the proposition of Dr. Bigger, for re-

storing lost vision, arising from permanent opacity of the cornea, is cer-

tainly unequalled. It consists in taking the transparent healthy cornea
from the eye of an animal, and adjusting it to ihe eye of another animal,
or to the human eye, from which the defective cornea is to be excised,
at the same moment. He has performed the operation eighteen times on

rabbits, and sixteen of them recovered imperfect vision. It must be
much more difficult to transplant these essential parts of an important
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